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DETAILED ACTION 

Remarks 

1. This action is responsive to the amendments filed on June 1, 2004. Claims 1-24 
are pending examination. Claims 1-24 are directed towards a system and method for 
communicating SNMP information using an HTTP protocol 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed on June 1, 2004 with respect to claims 1-24 have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. The 35 USC 103 rejections under Schlener in 
view of Kanaan of claims 1-24 have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and v^as published under Article 21 (2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Slavin 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,675,193). 

As to claim 1, Slavin teaches a method comprising: 

obtaining, at a first node, information indicative of a network condition [col. 4, 
line 66 -col. 5, line 4; col. 5, lines 12-20; Slavin discloses a client/server framework in 
which an I/O server (first node) maintains local runtime (network condition) data]; 

encapsulating said information into an HTTP protocol [col. 5, lines 12-20; Slavin 
discloses that access to the local runtime (network condition) data is provided via HTTP 
tunneling (encapsulation)]; and 

sending said HTTP protocol to a network managing node [col. 3, lines 11-19; 
Slavin discloses that a Runtime Data Client (network managing node) accesses the local 
runtime (network condition) data through HTTP tunneling]. 

As to claim 3, Slavin teaches the method of claim 1, wherein said HTTP protocol 
is an HTTPs protocol [col. 8, lines 16-22]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 2 and 4-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Slavin et al. in view of O'Guin et al. ("Application of Virtual Private Networking 
Technology to Standards-Based Management Protocols Across Heterogeneous Firewall- 
Protected Networks", Military Communications Conf. Proc, IEEE, Oct. 31-Nov. 3, 1999, 
pp. 1251-1255). 

As to claim 2, Slavin teaches the invention substantially as claimed (see rejection 
of claim 1 above). 

Slavin does not expressly teach the limitation wherein the information is SNMP 
information. 

However, O'Guin teaches a method in which standards-based protocols are used 
to send management data from a transmitting computer to a receiving computer (see 
abstract, par. 1; Fig. 1) . O'Guin teaches the limitation of the information being SNMP 
information [pg. 1251, col 2, par. 1] 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Slavin in view of O'Guin so as to use SNMP to implement the 
management functionality of the system. One would be motivated to do so to economize 
on development costs [O'Guin; abstract, par. 1]. 

As to claim 4, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches the method of 
claim 1, wherein said encapsulating comprises forming an HTTP message including said 
information [pg. 1251, col. 2, par. 2; O'Guin discloses that the original data packets (said 
information) are placed into the data portion of the new packets (HTTP message)]. 

As to claim 5, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches the method of 
claim 1, wherein said information is textual information [pg. 1251, col. 2, par.l; O'Guin 
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discloses sending SNMP data (textual information)], and wherein said encapsulating 
comprises forming an HTTP message including said textual information therein [pg. 

1251, col. 2, par. 2; O'Guin discloses that the original data packets (textual information) 
are placed into the data portion of the new packets (HTTP message)]. 

As to claim 6, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches the method of 
claim 5, wherein said HTTP message includes tags indicating SNMP information [pg. 

1252, col. 1, par.3; O'Guin discloses that multiple application protocols can be 
encapsulated in a single tunnel; pg. 1252, col. 1, par. 1; O'Guin discloses decoding 
encapsulated data packets (i.e. reading the HTTP message tags) to determine if they 
contain SNMP data]. 

As to claim 7, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches a system, 
comprising: 

a first, monitoring computer, running a first program that monitors a network 
connection [coL 5, lines 12-20; Slavin discloses that a Runtime Data Client (first, 
monitoring computer/first program) collects runtime data from an I/O server]; 

a second, monitored computer, running a second program which allows said first 
program to monitor some aspect of the network connection [col. 5, lines 12-20; Slavin 
discloses that an I/O server (second, monitored computer/second program) maintains 
local runtime data for the Runtime Data Client (first, monitoring computer/first 
program)]; 

a connection between said first and second computers [col. 5, lines 12-20; Slavin 
discloses communications between the Runtime Data Client (first computer) and I/O 
server (second computer)], said connection including a firewall which blocks at least 
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some kinds of communications but does not block HTTP communications [pg. 1254, col. 
2, par. 2; O'Guin discloses using firewalls to block system management protocols that are 
not encapsulated (i.e. not HTTP communications)]; and 

at least one of said first and second computers running a third program that 
encapsulates information into HTTP protocol [col. 5, lines 12-20; Slavin discloses that 
the Runtime Data Client (first computer) accesses the local runtime data using HTTP 
tunneling/encapsulation (third program)]. 

As to claim 8, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches the system of 
claim 7 wherein said third program is part of one of said first and second programs [col, 
5, lines 12-20; Slavin discloses that the Runtime Data Client (first program) accesses the 
local runtime data using HTTP tunneling/encapsulation (third program)]. 

Claims 9-11 represent system claims that correspond to method claims 2, 3 and 6, 
respectively. They do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 2, 3 and 6, 
and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

As to claim 12, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches a method 
comprising: 

forming an SNMP request for information from a remote computer, in a 
management station computer [pg. 1252, col. 2, par. 2; pg. 1253, col. 1, par. 1; O'Guin 
discloses sending SNMP management data (requests) between a Control Center 
(management station computer) and a local site (remote computer)]; 

changing a request to a form which will be passed by a firewall as a changed 
request [pg. 1254, col. 2, par, 2; O'Guin discloses encapsulating (changing) the data 
within a VPN tunnel to allow it to pass through a firewall]; and 
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sending said changed request to said remote computer through said firewall [pg. 
1254, col. 2, par. 2; O'Guin discloses sending encapsulated data (changed request) 
through the firewall to a local site (remote computer)]. 

As to claim 13, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches the method 
of claim 12, wherein said changed SNMP request is an SNMP request which is 
encapsulated into HTTP protocol [col. 5, lines 12-20; Slavin discloses using HTTP 
tunneling (encapsulation) to support requests for local runtime data]. 

Claims 14 and 15 represent method claims that correspond to claims 3 and 6, 
respectively. They do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 3 and 6, and 
therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

As to claim 16, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches the method 
of claim 12 further comprising: 

receiving said changed SNMP request in said remote computer [pg. 1254, col. 2, 
par. 2; O'Guin discloses receiving the encapsulated data (changed SNMP request) at the 
local site (remote computer)]; and 

changing said changed SNMP request into a standard SNMP request [pg. 1254, 
col. 2, par. 2; O'Guin discloses decoding (changing) the encapsulated data (changed 
SNMP request)]. 

As to claim 17, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches the method 
of claim 16 further comprising: 

in said remote computer, preparing an SNMP response [pg. 1252, col. 2, par. 2; 
pg. 1253, col. 1, par. 1; O'Guin discloses sending SNMP management data (responses) 
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between a local site (remote computer) and a Control Center (management station 
computer)]; 

encapsulating a response as a changed response [Fig. 8; O'Guin discloses 
applying VPN tunneling (encapsulation) to responses from a managed local server 
(remote computer) to a management workstation (management station computer)]; and 

sending said changed SNMP response through said firewall to said management 
station computer [Fig. 8; O'Guin discloses sending encapsulated data (changed SNMP 
response) through the firewall]. 

As to claim 1 8, the combination of Slavin in view of O'Guin teaches the method 
of claim 17 further comprising changing a changed response to a standard response [Fig. 
8; O'Guin discloses decoding (changing) the encapsulated data (changed response)]. 

Claim 19 represents a program claim that corresponds to claim 12 or 17. It does 
not teach or define any new limitations above claims 12 or 17, and therefore is rejected 
for similar reasons. 

Claims 20-24 represent program claims that correspond to claims 12, 17, 3, 4 and 
6, respectively. They do not teach or define any new Hmitations above claims 12, 17, 3, 4 
and 6, and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 



Application/Control Number: 09/734.330 



Page 9 



Art Unit: 2151 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lesa Kennedy whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8865. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zami Maung can be reached on (703) 308-6687. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this appHcation or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 



3900. 




Lesa Kennedy 
Art Unit 2151 



